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DETAILED ACTION 
Terminal Disclaimer 

1 . The terminal disclaimer filed on 1 1/1 3/06 disclaiming the terminal portion of any 
patent granted on this application which would extend beyond the expiration date of the 
application 10/252,040 has been reviewed and is accepted. The terminal disclaimer 
has been recorded. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonns the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3, 8, 12-21 , 23-25, 27-29, 31 , 33, and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Pryor (4,585,350) in view of Toshiba reference (JP- 
11313311 A) (of record). 

Regarding claims 1 , 20-21 , 23, 31 and 35; Pryor discloses an inspection systems 
for inspecting a surface of an. object (42) comprises a mounting means (14) for movably 
mounting the image device (16) to be scanable through linear and rotary motion about 
the limited access space and a scanning control unit (figure 8) associated with the 
image device for controlling the imaging device to scan about the limited access space, 
the image device is movable linearly along a track, rotating the imaging device about an 
axis perpendicular to the track (14), and rotating the image device about an axis parallel 
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to the track; a display output is inherent in the computer system (figures 1 , 3, 8; column 
7, lines 60-63 and column 9, lines 1-7). Pryor does not explicitly include in scanning 
control unit a pre-recorded program for controlling the Image device to scan about the 
limited access space; however, such a feature is known in the art as taught by Toshiba 
reference. Toshiba reference teaches the use of a rotation controller (1) for controlling 
the rotation of a camera (2) according to a pre-recorded rotation positional information 
corresponding to the running indication, sent from an operation device (4) (see 
abstract). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to include in Pryor a pre-recorded program for controlling the 
image device as taught by Toshiba reference because this is a known program which is 
known to serve for controlling the Image device if one does not want to transmit live 
programming. 

Regarding claims 2, 3, 24-25, see column 7, lines 60-63 and column 9, lines 7 of 
Pryor for the use of imaging device such as TV camera, etc.... 

Regarding claims 8 and 29, see housing (16) in .figure 2 of Pryor. 

Regarding claims 12-13, 15, 27-28, 32 and 34, base (10) in figure 1 of Pryor is 
considered as floor track. 

Regarding claims 16 and 33, see light source (45) in figure 2 of Pryor. 

Regarding claims 17-18, display output is inherent in the computer system (see 
figure 4 of Pryor). 

Regarding claims 19, it is well known in the inspection art to compare a 
measured signal to a reference signal to detemnine the presence or absence of an 
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object; thus, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to include in Pryor a comparator because this is a known 
method for determining the presence or absence of an object. 

4. Claims 9-1 1 , 22, 30, 32, 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Pryor and Toshiba reference as applied to claims 1-3, 8, 12-21, 23- 
29, 31 , 33, and 35 above, and further in view of Hopper. 

Regarding claims 9-11, Pryor does not explicitly teach that the housing (16) 
including a transparent window; however, it is inherent that a transparent window is 
disclosed. If not, such a limitation is well known in the art as taught by Hopper. Hopper 
teaches that the housing has a heavy-duty glass or plastic window (5) so that light beam 
from light source (1) can scan on the object (see figure 1 or page 6). Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was . 
made to include in Pryor a transparent window made of glass as taught by Hopper. The 
rationale for this modification would have arisen from the fact that using such window 
would prevent dirt that may enter the optical system. 

Regarding claims 22, 30, 32 and 34; Pryor does not explicitly teach that the 
optical inspection system can be used to inspect a vehicle; however, such a feature is 
known in the art as taught by Hopper. Hopper, from the same field of endeavor, teaches 
the use of an inspection system for inspecting a vehicle (see abstract). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
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to use the basic device of Pryor to measure the shape of an object such as foot or 
vehicle as taught by Hopper because the device would function in the same manner. 

5. Claims 4-7 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pryor and Toshiba reference as applied to claims 1 and 23 above, and further in 
view of Carangelo et a! (5,841 ,546) and Zigler (5,379,103). 

Pryor and Toshiba reference do not explicitly teach that device is a spectroscopic 
analyzer, which could be used to detect the traces of the presence of predefined 
chemical substance. Carangelo et al teaches the use of a non-contact spectroscopy 
system includes scanning head for inspecting the surface of an airplane. It is also well 
known in the art that the spectroscopic analyzer can be used to detect the traces 
elements in chemical substances as taught by Zigler. It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to replace the optical 
scanning system of Pryor by a scanning head of Carangelo et al for the purpose of 
detecting traces of the presence of chemical substances taught by Zigler. 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Castore et al (5,521 ,707) discloses a laser scanning method. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory acfion is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hoa Q. Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2426. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM to 6 PM, Monday through 
Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory J. Toatley, Jr. can be reached on (571) 272-2800 ext. 77. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infonnation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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